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REMARKS 



Claims 1-7 are pending in the application. Claims 1-3 are being amended. Amendments to 
claims 1 and 2 are based on language of claim 3. Amendments to the drawings and the 
specification are based on the language in Para 21 which states "After the conversion, data 
are transmitted to a buffers controller 203, which consists of a decoding controller 203a, 
buffers 203b and a displaying controUer 203c. The buffer controller 203 controls writing of 
the data in the buffers 203b, reading of the data from the buffers 203b and transmitting the 
data form the buffers 203b to a video coder 204, which transforms the digital signal into an 
analogue signal, which is next transmitted to a receiver 205, for example a television set." as 
well on the language in Para 24 which states "When the controller detects such signal, the 
procedure moves to step 404, where a check is made, whether the buffer, next in relation to 
the current buffer of the decoder, is being displayed. This prevents the overwriting of the data 
composing the currently displayed video frame. If it is not displayed, the current decoder 
buffer, to which the data will be written, is set in step 405 to the next buffer and the 
procedure moves to step 406. In the opposite case, when the next buffer is being displayed, 
there is a direct shift to step 406, where - after detecting the signal of the top vertical 
synchronization in the analogue input signal data - decoding to the current decoder buffer the 
takes place." Thus, each buffer can be a current buffer, each buffer can have an input and an 
output. 
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Applicant notes that the Examiner acknowledged a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S. C. 
§ 1 19(a)-(d) or (f) to Polish Patent Application No. P-362631 filed October 6, 2003 and 
confirmed that all certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

All outstanding requirements will now be addressed in the order they appear in the Office 
Action mailed April 30, 2007. 

1. The title of the invention according to the Office Action is allegedly not descriptive. 
Applicant has changed the title to RECEIVER OF ANALOGUE VIDEO SIGNAL HAVING 
MEANS FOR ANALOGUE VIDEO SIGNAL CONVERSION AND METHOD FOR 
CONTROL OF DISPLAY OF VIDEO FRAMES. Applicant respectfiiUy requests 
withdrawal of the title objection. 

2-3. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because it allegedly does not inform the 
reader in any way that the inventive feature centers around a multiple frame buffer 

arrangement. Applicant has prepared a new version of the abstract obviating Examiner's 
objection. Applicant respectfully request withdrawal of the abstract objection. 

4. Fig. 6 of the drawing does not include an input or an output to the system. Applicant has 

amended the Fig. 6 to obviate the Examiner's objection by adding the input and the output 
that allow the buffers to communicate with the system. Applicant respectfully requests 
withdrawal of the drawing objection. 
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5. Claims 2-5 are objected to because Applicant probably intended to end claim 2 with the 
word "format". Applicant has added the word "format" at the end of claim 2 6 to obviate the 
Examiner's objection. Applicant respectfully requests withdrawal of the claim objection. 

6. Claims 1 and 2 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 as being allegedly anticipated by Yanai 
et al. Applicant has amended claims 1-2 by adding a feature of claim 3 that frame buffers are 

organized as a two-way list, which was not known from the prior art. Applicant respectfully 
requests withdrawal of this rejection with respect to the claims as amended. 

8. Applicant notes with appreciation that the Examiner considers the claimed subject matter 
of claims 3-7 to be allowable over the prior art. Applicant respectftiUy submits that claims 1- 
3 have been amended to overcome the Examiner's objections and rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 102. 

CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, Applicant submits that the pending 
claims are in condition for allowance. Early and favorable reconsideration is respectfully 
solicited. Should an extension of time be required, Applicant hereby petitions for same and 
requests that the extension fee and any other fee required for timely consideration of this 
submission be charged to Deposit Account No. 503182. 
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Reg. No. 54,947 
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